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Status 

1 M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 August 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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m Claim(5) 1 ' 7 < 12 ' 15 ' 18 ' 19.22-?5,27,2941,33, 34 36 38 40 an<i 4^3 «/are pending in the application 
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5)Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and theprior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordmary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. y 

2. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 15, 1 8-19, 22-23, 25, 40, 42, 44-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Catylators Limited-UK 871,605 (CL) in view of Marui-US 3,832,238 (Marui). 
(New Rejection) 

Reference is made to page 1 of CL, lines 1 6-63 along with page 3, lines 9- 1 5 and Figures 
1-5 of the same. The patent to CL teaches in Figure 1 a container 3 for a battery to be placed in 
the top of the batteiy made of ceramic, a flame arresting material, in which a catalyst material 1 
is placed. It is noted that lines 61-63 in C L provide a coating on the outside of the container 
made of "a water-repellent substance such as a silicone". The patent to CL does not specifically 
teach PTFE on the outside of the container. Marui sets forth in column 5, lines 22-23 a container 
for a battery also having a container that houses a catalyst material, which container "may be 
made water repellant by treatment with silicone, Teflon or paraffin". If is inherent in the film of 
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Marui for the thickness and the pore size to have been within the range set forth in claims 1 8 and 
19 since such allow gases to pass there through but not water. Also, the size recited in claim 22 
would also have been obvious so that the catalyst would function with maximum efficiency to 
rid the cell of unwanted gases. In any event, size is not a patentable feature-see In re AHer . 105 
USPQ 233. With regard to claim 25, the PTFE in Marui would have had at least four layers, if 
merely on the atomic level. To have utilized the PTFE of Marui for the coating in CL would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the invention was made so that 
the PTFE would keep moisture out of the catalyst container. In addition, CL provides for such 
material as outlined previously in this paragraph. 

4. Claims 7, 12, 27, 29-30, 36, 38 and 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over German-2904842 ('842) in view of both CL and Marui. (New Rejection) 

The '842 patent discloses a lead acid battery having a pressure relief valve in the cover 
thereof having a catalyst container as part thereof. The container is secured to the pressure valve. 
See Figures 2 and 3 of '842. The outer portion of ceramic frit 18 comprises the claimed cage. 
The only claimed feature not taught by '842 is the makeup of the catalyst container. With 
reference to section 3 of this action, the combination of CL and Marui set forth the claimed 
catalyst container having the PTFE on the outside thereof. To have included the catalyst 
container of CL and Marui formed in the top of the battery of '842 would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in this art at the time the invention was made so that the battery would 
include the enhanced flame resistant container provided by the container of CL. This would 
protect the catalyst from flames within the battery cell. 
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5. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: none of the prior art 
of record teach a catalyst container having a flame resistant container housing a catalyst coated 
with PTFE, wherein the container has an opening that is sealed closed with an epoxy. The an 
also does not envision a vent body having mating pins extending into opening in a cage that 
supports a catalyst container. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 



issue 



Allowance." 

6. 



Claims 24, 33 and 34 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent for™ including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John S. Maples whose telephone number is 571-272-1287. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6: 15-3:45. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Ryan can be reached on 571-272-1 292. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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